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MDCCXLIV. * 1 


REVIEW 
Of the PASSAGE in Tully's firſt - 
Tuſculan Diſputation 


Concerning Puzrtcypes's Notion 
of a FurukE Exisrzxcx. 


T HE Paſlage in Tuly, to be conſi- 
13 dered, is this: Itaque credo 


c equidem etiam alios tot ſeculis ; 
4 fd, quod literis exſtet, Pherecydes Syrius 
e primum (primus) dixit animos hominum 
d eſſe ſempiternoæ Jiſſc. Diſput. I. c. 16. 

Ihe Conſtruction of this Paſſage ſeems at 

firſt View ſo very eaſy and obvious, that I 

believe few Readers of Tully have ever found 

themſelves at any great Loſs about the Mean- 
ng of it; and much fewer have ever ima- 
ur B gined 


[ >] 
gined that it contained a Cenſure of Phere- | 
cydes's Philoſophy with Relation to the human 
Soul; and not merely a Cenſure, but the c- 
vereſt one that could poſſibly be paſſed upon | 
any Opinion whatſoever. 
 Aeeording to Mr, Warburton, the No- 
trine of the TO EN is Imprety, it is Athe- 
;/m, and, the very rankeſt Sort of it, Spino- | 
fiſm. Yet this Doctrine is not 2 found 
in theſe Words, but they are thought to bs | 
a clear, determinate Evidence, that Pherecydes 
was the Original of it; according, to the beſt 
Inquiry that Tully had made. For fo Mr. 
Warburion expreſſes himſelf: * Thus has 7 
% Tully given us a very illuſtrious Piece of Y, 
« Hiſtory, that not only fixes the Doctrine 1 
« of the 79 ; to Greece, but records the 
« Inventor of i And preſently after 8 
fas, He © makes no queſtion but it was | 
1 Pherecydes's broaching this Impiety, that 3 
e made him paſs among the People, as with 
« great Reaſon it might, for an Atheiſt, 
And, if the Story of his mocking at all | 
religious Worſhip, which Zan tells us 
« of him, be true, and conſidering this 

6 « Principle | 


I 31 
ee principle of Spingßſin, it is not unlikely, 
n e jt would much confirm the popular Opi- 
6e nion *.“ 

n It may, and ſhould, be obſerved, that Mr. 
Varburton quotes only the latter Part of the 
Paſſage, in the firſt Edition thus: Phe- 
e recydes Syrius primum dixit animos homi- 
ec num eſſe ſempiternos To which in the 
d gecond he adds, . Nod lier exſtet Phere- 
„ cydes Syriug——" 
It was a little unhappy, that the forge 
lt part of the Sentence, as it ſtands in Tully, 
ro was not attended to; becayſe it would plain- 
iy haye ſhewn, at leaſt, that whatever was 
meant by * animos hominum eſſe ſempiter- 
4 nos,” Pherecyges could not be the Origi- 
val, or the Vruentor of that Notion ; fince 
Tully expreſsly tells us there, that he made no 
Aoubt but ſeveral had entertained the fame 

Notion, in ſo many Ages as had paſſed be- 
fore Pherecydes's Time. | 
In the Arfiver publiſhed ſome Time ago to 

Ihe „rt Vol. of the Divine Legation of Myſes, 
believe enough was faid to ſhew, that, 
Vu. Diving Legat. I. Vol. p. 400. 1. Ed. 
B 2 whatever 


. «© ſpeaking of Pherecydes Syrius, the Maſter | 


TY 


whatever was the Meaning of thoſe Words, 0 
* Animos hominum eſſe ſempiternos,” Mr. b 
N. Senſe of them could not be the true "I 
one: For this Reaſon in particular, among l 
others; becauſe, as Pythagoras's Notion was 
the ſame as Pherecydes's, and Plato's the Fx \ 
fame with Pythagoras's, and Tully's the ſame i 7 
as Plato's, and conſequently Tulhy's the ſame | 

with Pherecydes's; and Tully every where in this 

Diſputation ſpeaking of the future Exiſtence | 


as the greateſt Object of Mens Hopes and 


x 

a 
| 11 
Wiſhes, Pherecydes's Opinion could have no e 
Relation to the To ty Doctrine, which Mr. ! 
V. fays is Impiety, Atheiſm, Spinofiſm ; and | c 
conſequently, ſo far from being defirable, M : 
that, directly contrary, it is the Object of . 
Diſlike even to FOR of Fear even to ' 
Terror. - = 

How Mr. V. would himſelf tranſlate doe 
Words, Animos hominum eſſe ſempiter- 3 


e nos,” appears from what he ſays imme- £ 
diately preceding the Quotation. © Tully} 


. — Y nk 


e of Pytbagoras, ſays; that he was the firſt 
te * among the Greeks, who afirmed the Souls | 
N of 


"x 
A 
3 


1 . ö 
. 
# 


LS] 


e of Men to be ET TRXAT.“ Where the 
[r. Word, Eternal, being printed in Capitals, 
ue ſufficiently determines a peculiar Emphaſis to 
ng lye upon it. This further appears too from the 
as © Criticiſm that follows afterwards upon the 
he Word ſempiternus from the Grammarian Do- 
ne natus. 
ne And, as far as I can find, moſt or all, who 
his read this Paſſage, are ready at the firſt Sight to 
ce ; agree with Mr. V. ſo far, as to think ſome 
nd peculiar Streſs does lye upon ſempiternos, Nor 
no did I myſelf in the Tranſlation I gave of this 
Ir. Paſſage in the Arfiver, ſo exactly determine 
nd j and point out the Emphaſis of it as might 
le, and ſhould have been done; though in what 
follows by way of Explication, it is expreſſed 
with ſufficient Plainneſs. © And whoever 
I tt peruſes theſe Reaſons” {the Reaſons of 
ſe Plato and Tully for the future Exiſtence of 
; 1 the Soul; which was the very Notion of 
Pberecydes) © will ſee, not only that they 
© have no imaginable Relation to the ,T0 ty 
Doctrine, but that the whole Deſign and 
Force of them is to prove, that the Soul is 
ſo far from depending upon the Body, that 
| «it 


| concerning it, 


44 


& v it hs 6 proper Life in itſelf, and ſuch a It 
e one as it will be better capable of enjoying Mn 
e hereafter, when ſeparated from the Body, © ” 


« and not incumbred any longer with Fleſh * 
e and Blood *.“ * 

Yet, not finding that this has been ſo ex- - fl © 
aQly underſtood or attended to, as might be A Þ 
wiſhed, the Deſign of the following Review i 
is profeſſedly to clear up this Point: And it 
is hoped it may be done in ſuch a Manner, * 
as that no Scruple will for the future remain 


A ſtrict Attention to the Connexion of the 
Paſſage will be the principal Means of arriv- ; 
ing at this Security. | 

Every one knows, this is a Method that L 
ſhould never be neglected in clearing up 
doubtful Paſſages in any Author, much leſs 
in ancient ones, where-ever it is to be had, XxX 
But, unhappily, ſometimes it is wanting; 
and, when it is ſo, the Senſe of ſuch Paſſages «x 
muſt very often remain in perpetual Uncer- F 
tainty ; and nothing can with any Security be || 
determined about them, or deduced from 


P. 209. 


them, 


FF] 

f them. For this Reafon it is, that we cannot, 
in particular, be ſo ſure of Laertiuss Mean- 
ing in what he tells us concerning -Thales, 
That ſome wete of Opinion he was the 
3 < firſt that faid, the Souls of Men were 
„ immortal.” Laertius has ſaid this“; 
but as the Aﬀertion is abſolutely unconnected 
; F vith every thing either going before or com- 
ing after, the Meaning can only be gueſſed 
at; and he that gueſſes the _ beſt _— be 
I miſtaken. 

But here in Tully we have the ſureſt Ground 
to go upon. There is a plain and ſtrong 
Comexion: And by finding it out, and at- 
F tending ſtrictly to it, we ſhall have no Suſpi- 
Rcion of Miſtake about his Meaning in * 
1 Inſtance before us. 

Il have given the Paſſage above cording to 
4 ambinus's Edition, ſapported by the beſt 
Manuſcripts. A much later Editor, giving 
dhe Paſſage in the ſame Manner, ſays in a Note; 
f KRepræſentavi lectionem Lamb. cui adſti- 
pulantur quatuor Pall, Vatic. et Pith. Valgo, 


+ -&* 3 


L.. ne If rat abrls ede: d pal Abd th; 
vxas. " 
© nimis 


— — 


1 


te nimis luxurianter, etiam alios tot feculis © 


*© DISPUTASSE DE ANIMIS; /edgquod—imoin- ©} : 
« 'epte.” Bentley will not vouchſafe to take the | 
leaſt Notice of this fooliſb Interpolation; nor 
Davis ; only in the lighteſt Manner among 
the variæ lectiones at the end of his Edition he 
juſt ſays, [“ Tot ſeculis] Vulgg. addunt di/- * 


— [ry 


« putaſſe de animis; ſed abſque manuſcriptis.” | 

The Meaning of this Paſſage may, for the 
. preſent, be given thus: Therefore I believe 
<< indeed that others, in ſo many Ages as are | 
e paſſed, may have held that Men's Sou are 
&« ſempiternal * ; but as far as appears from ” 
« extant Writings, Pherecydes Syrius was the 1 
« firſt that aſſerted it, no other Name is up- . 
© on agony earlier than his for this On: q 


c non.” 


© 


into, 


* uſe here a Word, that is hardly half Engl, to 
keep as near to the Original as poſſible ; and to avoid, un- 


ſealonably, determining any thing about the Meaning of it. 


Now Z 


But to aſcertain this Meaning, or mend it 
where it is defective, the Connexion of it 
with what goes before muſt be enquired 4 


N 2 


[9] 


Now the former Part. of it, to which the 


; illative Particle itaque belongs, is connected 


immediately and ſtrongly with an Aſſertion 
of Tully's in the preceding Sentence. © Magni 
« autem eſt ingenii revocare mentem a ſenſi- 
« bus et cogitationem a conſuetudine abdu- 
<« cere.” But it is a great Genius only 
e that can recal (abſtract) the Mind from the 
e Senſes, and think out of the Road of 
« Cuſtom.” From whence he grants it to 
be probable enough that in ſo many Ages as 
have paſſed, there may have been ſeveral ſuch 
Genius's or great Minds, who could do this; 
and in Conſequence of it believe and aſſert 
the Sempiternity of the Soul: But none are 
mentioned earlier than Pherecydes, He is the 


2 firſt whoſe Name is recorded, 


And this Aſertion of Tully's was confi 


oe 2 by his obſerving how exceeding coarſe People's 


Conceptions generally were concerning the 
| 19 future Exiſtence of the Soul. Though the 


Generality, in all Nations and Ages, were 
perſuaded of a future Exiſtence ; yet, before the 


| q | Study of nn res took Place, which was not 


_— — 


— C | Reaſons 


— V— —ů — 


1. 8 | 6 tu 


100 
Reaſons and Cauſes of Things; their Perſua- 
ſion was built upon ſome Hints which Na- 


ture gave them, and Viſions and Apparitions, 


chiefly nocturnal ones, induced them to be- 
lieve a future Life. Sed qui nondum ea, 
« quz multis poſt annis tractari cœpiſſent, 
« phyſica didiciſſent, tantum ſibi perſuaſc. 
rant, quantum natura admonente cogno- 
verant: Rationes et cauſſas rerum non te- 
« nebant : Viſis quibuſdam ſæpe moveban- 
«« tur, hiſque maxime nocturnis, ut vide- 
rentur ii, qui vita exceſſerant, vivere *. 
And as it was only by Reaſon that it could be 
learnt, where and what departed Souls were, 
Men's Ignorance of this occaſioned the Fiction 
of the Inferi and all the Terrors thereto be- 
longing. Which Fiction had been the Cauſe or 


Occaſion of many other great Errors on this 
Head: And theſe again had been exceedingly 


improved and heightened by the Poets of all 
Sorts. Qua in ſede maneant, qualeſque 
* fint, ratione diſcendum eſt. Cujus igno- 
ratio finxit inferos, eaſque formidines, quas 


C. 13. 33 


[ 12 ] 


te ty contemnere, non fine cauſſa, videbare “: 


In terram enim cadentibus corporibus, hiſ- 


e que humo tectis, e quo dictum eſt humari, 
e ſub terra cenſebant reliquam vitam agi mor- 
* tuorum. Quam eorum opinionem magni 
e errores conſecuti ſunt: quos auxerunt 
« Poetæ | 
Particularly : As well by their own Preju- 
dices, occaſioned by the Notions they had of 
Spectres and Apparitions, as likewiſe by thoſe 
they received from the Poets, they imagined 
and feigned Things to be done apud inferos, 
which could neither be done, nor even conceiv- 
ed, without Bodies. Ea fieri apud inferos 
* fingerent, quæ fine corporibus nec fieri poſ- 
« ſent, nec intelligi. Animos enim per ſe- 
*« ipſos viventes non poterant mente com- 
“ plecti: Formam aliquam, figuramque quæ- 
rebant. Inde Homeri tota ys#uiz Þ : Inde 

«© a, 


* Vid..c.5, 6. M. Dic, quæſo, num te illa terrent, 
< triceps apud inferos Cerberus, Cocyti fremitus, tranſ- 
* veCtio Acherontis — A. Adeone me delirare cenſes, ut 
e iſta eſſe credam ?” | 

+ This is the Subject of the 11th Book of the Odyſſey ; 


Where we haye an Account of Uly/es's Deſcent to the other 
| C 2 : World, 


[ 12 ] 


ea, quam meus amicus Appius vexpouayIiz A «« 
« faciebat : Inde in vicinia noſtra Averni lacus, 


VUnde animæ excitantur, obſcure umbre, f. 


aperto oftio * 
* Alti Acherontis, fuſo ſanguine, mortuo- a 


« rum imagines, AW © 


* Has tamen imagines loqui volunt ; quod 
« fieri nec fine lingua, nec fine palato, 
* nec fine faucium laterumve et pulmo- 

num 


World, and of Conſequence the Poet's Account of the 
Inferi. Which, every one that peruſes it, muſt find to be 
perfectly agreeable to Tully Repreſentations here. Indeed 
Homer is nothing near fo full and explicit as Virgil, in his 
ſixth Book concerning the Deſcent of his Hero, Homer 
makes no Diviſion of the infernal Regions as the other 
has done; nor do we meet with any Perſons at all who 
might be reckoned among the Purgatorial Inhabitants : 
But we do with ſome who muſt be ſuppoſed Inhabitants of 7? 
the other two Regions, Ehſum and Tartarus.. The latter 
Sort are repreſented in Colours frightful enough: But the 7 
contrary cannot be faid of the Eian Inhabitants, The 
Wi retches that are puniſhed are ſufficiently miſerable : Burt 
the others, who muſt be ſuppoſed to be in Ehy/fum, are 
not repreſented as either happy or contented; - So much 
otherwiſe, - that even the great Hero himſelf, when LH e 
* him upon his being much happier now, and 


baving 


„„ yy 7 © bao > 0 


n 


13 J 


ee num vi, et figura poteſt : nihil enim 


« animo videre poterant : ad oculos omnia 
« refercbant” —— ibid. Then immediately 
follows the Paſſage cited before: Magni 
« autem eſt ingenii revocare mentem”” 
and what Tully ſays of Pherecydes : © Itaque 
e credo equidem etiam alios tot ſcculis” 


The 


having a much more extended Dominion than what he 


was, and had, in the preſent World, gives him this moſt 


Adiſſatisßed Account of his own Condition. 


My, On {408 Savatoy Ye Tacauga, Sf court: 
BeNoipuny x" im. ty Nj A 

"Arde} Tas * d, 0 n lors we en, 

H T&7w νννe , xxlaf0uirucy A ÜV ce. 


The Meaning of which is, that he had rather be in the 
loweſt, baſeſt Circumſtances of Life than even Emperor 
of all the infernal Regions, It muſt be owned, Virgil has 
obſerved: Decorum here much better than the Original 


| 3 from which he copied, and has intimated the Ely/zan State 
to de much more defirable to Æneas than any Thing to be 
met with in this World. 


——Quz lucis miſeris tam dira cupido. 


et notwithſtanding this, it muſt be acknowledged too, 
on the other Hand, that, upon examining the Employments 
and Exerciſes of the Ehyſian Inhabitants, there is nothing 


mentioned that exceeds what the preſent World affords. 
This will be found to be che Caſe even of his ancient T- 
Jan Heroes. 

Hic 


[ 14 ] 


The Connexion of which Paſſage now is, 
I imagine, as evident as that of any other in Wi 
the whole Diſputation, Which, in ſhort, is 
this : Tully had obſerved, that how univer- : 
ſal ſoever People's Belief of a future State : | 
was, yet, before the Improvements of Phi- 
loſophy, their Notions of the Nature of it 
were exceeding rude and groſs; and that it 4 
was only a great Genius, that could call off 4 
the Mind from the Senſes, and think out of I 


Hic genus antiquum Teucri, pulcherrima proles, 
Magnanimi Heroes, nati melioribus annis, 
Uuſque, Aſſaracuſque et Trojæ Dardanus Auctor. 


Their State, Circumſtances, Employments, Exerciſes are 3 
deſcribed to be juſt the ſame as what they enjoyed while 


living. 


Arma procul, curruſque virùm miratur inanes. 
Stant terra defixæ haſtæ, paſſimque ſoluti 

Per campos paſcuntur equi: Quæ gratia currùm 
Armorumque fuit vivis, quæ cura nitentes 
Paſcere equos; eadem ſequitur tellure repoſtos. 


But the particular Reflection, for the ſake of which Tully * 


made this Reference to the 11th Book of the Odyſſ. is, 
that according to Homer's Deſcription of the Dead (and 


the ſame is to be obſerved of Virgil's) they were E:9%nz, 


. Simulacra, Imagines, of what they were in the preſent 


World. 
the 


Sz 


: 4 e common Track: That many ſuch Ge- 
in MÞius's indeed might have exiſted in ſuch a 
is Number of Ages as had paſſed ; but the 
er- Fvcitten Monuments had mentioned no other, 
ate 5 zs aſſerting the Sempiternity of the human 
1i= Mind before Pherecydes : © Animos hominum 
it © efſe ſempiternos” — 
it Hence, by attending to the preceding Con- 
off text, we may ſee juſt Reaſon to think a par- 
of ticular Emphaſis-lies upon the Word, animos; 
4 and that by it we are to underſtand, ani mos 
4 per ſerpſos vi ventes, fine forma, fine figura ; 

3 Oppoſition to thoſe, © Qui tales animos non 
q *« poterant mente complecti,” but were _— 
ie % formam aliquam figuramque quzrere.' 

3 Nay, it muſt appear, and every one 1 
7 ſtrictly attends to that Connexion, will and 
"an make no Scruple to grant, that the Em- 
q J phaſis lies much more ſtrongly on the Word 
IJ animos, than that of /empiternos : And the 
| former rendring may and ought to be cor- 
is | I Fected thus: That Pherecydes was the firſt 
ad b who afferted that the human Mind, pure 
0 $ © and | abſtracted from all corporeal Figure 

and Form, is ſempiternal.” 


* = 
3 1 
N - 
7 
7 


[16] 


This may be looked upon as a new Doc-. | 
| trine different from, and as an Improvement 
of, all that had gone before in this Tuſculare | 
Diſputation. For, though Tully has before | 
been endeavouring to prove animos rema- 
e nete poſt mortem” (which is done chiefly | 
from Authority and the Conſent of all Na- N 
tions) he cannot forbear obſerving at the end 
of this Argument; how, notwithſtanding ; 
ſuch a Weight of Authority, and ſo univer- | 
ſal a Conſent, exceeding rude and coarſe Peo- i 
ple's Conceptions generally were of ſuch fu- | 
ture Exiſtence. They believed indeed and | 
aſſerted, that the Soul exiſted after Death: 
But what was this Soul? Or, how did it 
_ Not per ſeipſum, not fine forma et «| 1 
gura, So this Soul of theirs was a Kind of | 3 
* Mind; or was clothed with a real 
Image of it's own original Body : And in 1 
Conſequence of this could appear, talk and 


\ 


«x Rather, if we would uſe the utmoſt Exactneſs, I think F ; 
it ſhould be expreſſed, © Was a mere Image and Repre- 
& ſentation of the earthly Perſon.” Thus the r of Þ 


Ajax and Achilles were merely the Repreſentations of what Þ 
they had been i * the preſent World. 
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act much as it had done while i in the pre- 
ſent State, £9 * | 


When Philoſophy was 8 and 
People were taught to reaſon upon the Na- 


ture and Cauſes of Things; among many 
other Prejudices this was one which they 
were inſtructed to correct: They were taught 


to abſtract from the Senſes, to form juſter 
Notions, and in particular to ſee, That 


pure Minds, Minds abſtracted from all 


te corporeal Figure and Form, would exiſt 
«© when ſeparate from the Body, and even 
te exiſt better than while in Conjunction with 
„ it.“ © Atque ea profeto tum multo 
e puriora et dilucidiora cernentur, cum, 
quo natura fert, liber animus pervenerit. 
Nam nunc quidem quanquam foramina 


cc 


illa, que patent ad animum a corpore, 


x < callidifſimo artificio natura fabricata eſt, 


tamen terrenis concretiſque corporibus 
ſunt interſepta quodammodo, Cum au- 
tem nihil erit præter animum nullo res 
objecta impediet, quo minus percipiat, 
quale quidque fit *. Hoc et dum eri- 
* C. 20, | 


D ” mus 


{ 18 ] 
« mus in terris, erit illi c@leſti vitæ ſimile: ; | 
« Et cum illuc ex his vinculis emiſh fere- 
mur, minus turbabitur curſus animo- 4 | 
© rum uo cum venerimus, tum _ 1 
t que vivemus 3 
This was a Doctrine of which only great 
EY exalted Genius's were capable of forming 
a juſt Conception; and, though ſeveral ſuch | 
Genius's might, in fo many Ages, have ex- 
iſted before Pherecydes's Time, he was the 
firſt that faid and maintained it; according 
to ſuch literary Tradition as Tylly had an 
Opportunity of acquainting himſelf with. 
But it may be aſked, and probably will, 
why may not the Emphaſis lye upon mi- 
ternos, and the Sempiternity of the future 
Exiſtence be the zew Do#rine introduced by | 
Pherecydes ? Does Tully ever mention this 
Sempiternal Exiſtence till upon this Occaſi- 
on, or plead for any other Permanency of 1 
the Soul than what merely reached beyond 
Death, without regard to the Length of it 2 
at all, and much more it's Sempiternity, or 3 
future eternal Exiſtence ? _ 
* C.31, 


Theſe, 


19 
Theſe, and ſuch like, Queſtions will en- 
gage us to ſee what it really is that Twlly 
has been doing hitherto ; and will be beſt 
" Fanſwered in mis Method. 


The Deſign of this Taſculan Diſputation 


T's to prove, that Death is no Evil. This is 


the primary and immediate View of it; 


_ 


1 


and at the ſame Time it is the biegt. For 
woe ſhall preſently find him endeayouring to 
prove, not only that it is »» Evil, but He- 
I wiſe on the contrary that it is 4 Good: 
I The fotmer, he tells us, he looks upon as # 
Natter of no Difficulty : Nihil mgotif off. 
| Therefore he will undertake the latter, and 
I prove non modo malum non eſſe, fed benin 
eriam ge mortem v. 


In Order to which Ke firſt confiders;. 


0 2 Death is: For there were, he '6b= 


* ſerves, different Notions of it; Some thought 


1 it was the © Diſceſſus animi a corpore 


Otders thouglit there was no Di/ceſus, but 
Y hat the Soul and Body fell, and were ex 


C. 81 
D2 tinguiſhed 


1 
Wy 
75 


N 


tinguiſhed together. And thoſe who thought 1 1 


there was a Diſceſſus animi a corpore,“ 
differed in their Notions of it, Some thought 
the Soul was immediately diſſipated after. 
Death: Others reckoned it wonld exiſt 
for a long Time: And others {ſaid it would 
always do ſo. q 
After this he obſerves, there was as great 

2 Difference concerning the Soul or Mind 3 
Itſelf : What it was, and where, and from 3 
whence, Some thought it was the Heart? 
Empedocles the Blood of the Heart : Some the I 
Brain: Others thought that neither the I 
Heart nor the Brain was the Soul itſelf, but 
the Place or Seat of it: Some thought it I 
was no more than the Breath, or the Air: 
alii animam, Zeno the Stoic thought it was 
Fire. | tr +, 14 
Concerning theſe Opinions of the Soul 1 
Tully obſerves, that they were common; but 
the reſt that follow he ſays were almoſt Jingu-, 
lar, though very ancient “. ; 3 
cc Sed hæc quidem quæ dixi, cor, ſanguinem, cere- 


#* brum, animam, ignem, vulgo: reliqua fere ſinguli, ut 
** multi (multo) ante veteres, c. 9. | 
The 


[ 21 I! « 
The neareſt was that of Ariſtoxenus, who 
thought it was merely the Harmony of the 
it 3 Body: NXenocrates faid it was Number: 
þ Plato imagined a Triple Soul ; one Rational, 
ſt 4 hich hi placed in the Head; the other two 
were /en/ible, and denominated Iraſcible and 
Concupiſcible; for which he found proper 
1 eats in the Body. Dicearchus thought the 
Soul was abſolutely nothing; “ nihil eſſe om- 
e nino.“ And, laſtly, Aristotle, when he 
could not account for the Powers of the 
ind by any or all the four terreſtrial Ele- 
ments, ſaid it was a Quinta Eſſentia, to 
which he gave the new Name of Exe. 
heſe were nearly the Opinions he could re- 
collect concerning the Soul———— 
After this Enumeration Tully does not 
= ter into a particular Diſcuſſion of them; 
| Dor was it neceſſary for his Subject he ſhould: 
Becauſe, ſays he, Efficiet ratio, ut, quæ- 
cumque vera fit earum ſententiarum 
e mors aut malum non fit, aut fit bonum 
Y potius: and goes on thus: Nam fi.. 
cor, aut ſanguis, aut cerebrum eſt ani- 
5 | mus, 


. 
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mus, certe, quoniam eſt corpus, interibit 
cum reliquo corpore: fi anima eſt, for- 4 | 
taſſe difſipabitur ; ſi 16Nn1s, extinguetur ; Þ 
fi eſt Ariſtoxeni harmonia, diffolvetur. 
Quid de Diczarcho dicam His ſen- 
tenitiis omnibus nihif poſt mortem perti- 
nere ad quemquam poteſt : pariter enim 
cum vita ſenſas amittitur=—Reliquorum 4 
ſententiæ sy MH afferunt, fi te forte hoc 
en . animos, cum e corporibus ex- $ 
— What ? Manere ? or, diu na. 
nere? way but, © in cœlum quaſi in domicili- 4 
um svn pervenire.” The Force of which 
Expreſſion will be beſt underſtood by com- 
paring it with what Tully ſays in the Epilogus 
of this Diſputation, c. ult: * Nos vero, fi i 


4 quid tale acciderit, ut a Deo denuntiatum 


6 videatur, ut exeamus e vita, leti et agen 1 
<« tes gratias pareamus, emittique nos e cuſ- 
te toda et levari vinculis arbitremur ; ut aut 
% in ZTERNAM' er plane in NOSTRAN' do- 
« mum remigremus, aut omni ſenſu mo- 4 4 
*' leftiaque careamus.“ b 


0 F. k 
7 
_ . 
4 * ” 
| _ 
wo + 
iJ 
12928 
1 
2 
* $7 * 
* 9 1 
* bu 
— 


[ 23 ] 

Upon the young Man's telling him, how 
1 uch he is delighted with ſuch a Proſpect, 
and how deſirous he is of being perſuaded of 
mu Truth of it, Tully tells him, that then 
he has nothing elſe to do but to read Plato's 
1 ö Phædb; where he would meet with all the 
Satisfaction he could wiſh upon this Head. 
2 * Quid tibi ergo opera noſtra opus eft ? num 
* eloquentia Platonem ſuperare poſſumus ? 
3 © Evolve diligenter ejus eum librum qui eſt 
j «© de animo: amplius quod deſideres nihil 
'F [ exit ®,” And concerning Plato's Reaſonings 
upon this Head, he tells us afterwards, that 
i whatever effect they may have upon other 
People, Plats was himſelf certainly con- 
1 vinced by them. Nec tamen mihi ſane 
Y © quidquam occurrit, cur non Pythagoræ fit 
73 et Platonis vera ſententia: ut enim ratio- 
e nem Plato nullam afferret (vide quid ho- 
mini tribuam) ipſa auctoritate me frange- 
* ret; tot autem rationes attulit, ut velle 
| F ceteris, fb; certe perſuaſiſſe videatur Þ.” 

$ To Tullly's Propoſition to read the Phædb, 
| 1 he young Man anſwers : * Feci mcher- 
< 4 1 + C. 21. 


7 — WE 


cule, 


! | 
s cule, et quidem ſæpius; ſed neſcio quo- 1 
* modo, dum lego aſſentior; cum poſui 
s librum, et mecum ipſe de Immortalitate 1 
*© animorum cœpi cogitare, aſſentio omnis l 
te illa elabitur.” By Immortality here muſt B 
be meant the ſame as what Plato in bis 1 
Pheds aſſerts, and endeavours to prove: but 
this was, at leaſt, a future eternal Exiſtence ; | 
and likewiſe what Tully had juſt before ex- 
preſſed in thoſe Words, © in cœlum qual 1 
in domicilium $UUM pervenire” J 
Nui ſeeming a little ſurprized at chis 5 
Anſwer, cries, Quid hoc? Daſne, aut 
ce manere animos poſt mortem, (i. e. in cœ * 
lum quaſi in domicilium ſuum pervenire, 3 
*. in æternam et plane in noſtram eos! 3 
* remigrare,) aut morte ipſa - interire *. 3 
And the young Man granting him his pic 
junction, and expreſſing his Defire that 7 h 
would proceed to his Proof, that the Soul 0 . 
would poſt mortem remanere, he addrefles 
himſelf to it in this Manner. Auctoribus ky 
* quidem ad iftam ſententiam, quam vis 
. © © i * | 


> 7 


T ax Þ] : 


g obtineri, uti optimis poſſumus; quod 
ſui 3 : | | 
0 hich Argument reaches from hence to thoſe 
2 e 


Paſſages, already conſidered, concerning the 


1 
. = 

#3 

UO- 7 


nis 

ust! de and coarſe Conceptions the Generality 
his Had of the future Exiſtence ; and, at laſt, 
WH Ko the exact and moſt rational Notion, which 


Pberecydes had of it. Which Notion Tully 
: 1 doubted not other great Men, as well as he, 


9 
ag In ſo many Ages, might ſee and hold: but 
1 4 Pberecydes is the firſt recorded Author of it. 
Now concerning this Argument of Tullys, 
his 8 | 1 
ut It is to be obſerved, (conſidered even ſepatately 
= from the Context,) that it reaches further 
e Phan to a mere temporary Permanency of 
of Ihe Mind after Death. Beſides that an efer- 


; 4 al Permanency is plainly meant-in the im- 
i A mediately preceding Context; it is evident 
th hat Tully's Manner of proving the Perma- 
f hency proves the eternal Permanency of the 
lind. He proves the Permanency from the 
7 Aniverſal Conſent of all Times and Places; 

Ws univerſal a one as there is for the Being of 
God. „Sed, ut deos eſſe natura opina- 


ul 
es © 


us 


is 


85 C. 22 


E mur | 


I & mur ſic permanere anunos arbitnmut n 
if * conſenſu nationum omnium But chit * 


Conſent is known to have been, and Kill to 
be, as univetſal for the future eternal Per- . 
manency of the Soul, as for the Permanency 
of i at all after Death. This Conſent of all 
Nations and Ages to the Permanency of the 
Soul was, and continues to be, for it's fu- Y 
ture indefinite Exiſtence. And the Thought 
of | limiting it was not the Effect of an; 
Thing, but a bad Philoſophy and ſtudied 
Induſtry. The great Difficulty (wherever 
any Difficulty was imagined) always lay in 
conceiving how the Soul ſhould ſubſiſt after 
Separation from the Body. So ſays Tully 
© Neque- aliud eſt quidquam, cur incredi- 1 
ce dilis his animorum videatur Aternitus, I 
<--nift quod nequeunt, qualis animus fit va- 4 
e cans corpore intelligere et cogitatione com- 
«© prehendere. Quaſi vero — 
e fit in 10% corpore; que conformatio; ; i 4 
© quz magnitudo; qui locus; ut ſ jm poſ. 4 
a « ſont in homine uno cerni omnia, 1 4 
C. 16. 
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0 nune tecta funt, cafuruſne in conſpectum 
% videatur animus, an tanta fit ejus tenuitae, 
ee ut fugiat aciem, Hæc roputent ifti, qui 

r negant animum fine corpore ſe intelligere 

7 © poſſe; videbunt quem in ipſo cotpore in- 

e telligant. Mihi quidem natutam animi 

2 © intuenti, multo difficilior aecurrit cogita- 

tio, multoque obſcurior, qualis animys 

in corpore fit, tanquam ALIENS domyi 

7 « (domus) quam qualis, cum exierit, et 

A e in liberum celum, quaſi . SUAM, 

JE venerit en 

But as ſoon as this Difficulty was once 

got over, the future indefinite Exiſtence was 

we eaGeſt Thought that could be entertain- 
ed: and indeed what could be conceived to 
ſet a Limit to it? Nothing, moſt certainly, 
or that ey affect the common Sermon 
= of Mankind. | 

Nothing leſs than « Philypher, ed one 
Y fooliſhly fond of Song from is Vulgar, 


) 


0. 22) 3 


ver once mentions, or ſo much as glances at, 
the Stoic Opinion concerning the future tem- 


a through his firſt Undertaking, N | 


which was to prove the Immortality, or Sem- 5 | 
piternity, or Eternity, of the Soul, (all which 6” 


are uſed indifferently, through this Dr/puta- 


[ 28 ] ; 
and ſtriking into the Road of Paradox, could 
once have hit upon ſach a Thing: And 5 
in Fact, Zeno was the Man; and, as ſhould 
appear from Tully, he and his Followers 
were the only Men, that entertained lb 4 
. Notion. | q 
And we will now ſee Tullyʒs oven Sentl- 4 
ment of it. In all this Diſcourſe relating to AL 
the future Permanency of the Mind, he ne- Y 


forary Permanency of it; excepting, as is 


above taken notice of, when he enumerates 


the ſeveral Opinions of thoſe, who thought Y 


that in ouch there is a Diſceſſus animi a 
4 N Alii cenſent fatim diſipari, 


diu permanere, alii ſemper. | But when 


Words have exactly the ſame Meaning, and 


tion; of which there needs no other Evidence 
than the obſervin 8. that whereas with Rela- 
tion 


3 [ 29 ] 

d 4 Bon to Pherecydes Tully uſes the Word, Sem- 
Piternus, in what immediately es with 
Reference to Pythagoras and Plato, who 
were of the ſame Sentiment with him, he 
Kiſs the Word, Aternus; and concludes 
1 with Immortals % Animos hominum 
4 © efſe ſempiternos— Hanc opinionem diſci- 
© pulus ejus Pythagoras maxime confirma- 
I e vit——Platonem primum de animorum 
t, 4 © /Eternitate non ſolum ſenſiſſe idem quod 
;- IF F© Pythagoras, ſed rationem etiam attuliſſe: 
is X* quam, niſi quid dicis, prætermittamus, 
N * et hanc totam ſpem Immortalitatis relin- | 
X* quamus”)——1T fay, when Tully has gone 
WG ticough his firſt Undertaking, and ſhould 
| ome to what he had promiſed in the ſecond 
Place, viz, To ſhew, that, upon Suppoſi- 
X 4 on of the Mortality of the Soul, Death was 
- - . Evil ; which he-prefaces and introduces 
1 of fin this Manner 13 * Ego autem nunquam 
19 


* * 4 
1 "x 
! 1 


* 


2 i ratione mors abi videri malum voffir” — 
Ihe, as it were recollects himſelf, that he 
had overlooked intirely the diu permanere of 
| the 


wn, rs [8 
the S/oics, and therefore here at the beginning, 
Arſt giving a direct Account of their Opini. 
on, aſka the young Man, whether there was 
any Occafion to ſtay and conſider what Evil 
there is in Death upon that Nation : The 
Anſwer is, he might do as he pleaſed, but . 
however no Body ſhould take away from 
him his Hope (rather Conviction) of Inmor. . 
tality, Nemo me de Inmortalitate depel. I 
let“; where the Word Immortalitas is uſed} 
in particular Oppoſition to the Syeical Ani 
Permanency) which he again confirming, [ 
upon Tully's obſerving that ſome Obſcurity 2 
neceſſarily attends Subjects of ſuch a Nature: 
Tully then aſks, whether there was ho 
ſon for ſtaying to confute the Stoical — 
Numquid jgitur eſt cauſſæ, quin amico 
1 noſtros Stoicos dimittamus, eos dico, qu þ 
-« aiunt animos manere, e corpore cum ex- þ 
* ceſſerint, fed non ſemper ?” m— Now . 
the Anſwer to this Queſtion, thete is ſame? 4 
_ thing very Bann, and deſerving of ex 
ect Attention. Iſtos vero, qui, quod to, 
in hac cauſſa difficillimum eſt, ſoſcipiant 
| I a+ ' pol 


(WJ 
« poſſe animum manere corpore vacantem; 
I illud autem quod non modo facile ad cre- 
| dendum eſt, ſed eo conceſſo quod volunt 
vii conſequens, id certe non dant, ut cum diu 
be permanterit, ne intereat,” Which Anſwer, 
out! though coming from the young Man, Tully 
intirely approves, as juſt and right, © Bene 
F< reprehendis, et ſe iſto modo res habet“ 
* One Thing more with Relation to this 
3 Sroical Opinion of a temporary Permanency 
% after Death——How little it was in Tullys 
I Thoughts, and how abſolutely he overlook- 
Jed it in his preceding e to prove, 
“ animos remanere poſt mortem, may ap- 
ea. 4 _ from hence. Zem's Opinion concern- 
g the Nature of the Soul was, that it was 
nis. Vet when Tully comes, preſently af- 
er, to conſider: the ſeveral Opinions juſt be- 
| mentioned, among which is this of 
Þ Zeno 83 Cor, Sanguis, Cerebrum, Anima, g- 
vis, Harmonia, he ſays, His fententiis 
FE * omnibus nihil poſt mortem pertinere ad 
A quemquam poteſt ; pariter enim eum vita 
©. 3a. © 


* 
x : 
«LEN. 
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bh ſenſus 
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tc ſenſus amittitur. Is not this ſtrange, 
when he had mentioned Ignis as the Opinion i 4 
Zeno; originally ſo? And yet he knew 
at the Szoical Opinion gave a future tem- 1 
porary Permanency to the Soul 1 leave 0 
this to be accounted for by others. 1 Sol 
To recapitulate a little, Tully ſays, that, | 
as far as appears from extant Writings, Phe. © 9 
recydes Syrius was the firſt that maintained 
* the Souls of Men to be ſempiternal;“ I 
but at the ſame Time tells us he made no Y 
doubt but ſeveral others had been of the ſame | 
Sentiment before him, though the Names 
of none of them had been tranſmitted dann 1 
to his Time. It is queried, what Tully | 
means by thoſe Words, The Souls of | 
Men are ſempiternal.” And a very 45 
plain Senſe of them is found by tin 
the Connexion of them with what goes be- 
fore, viz. © that pure, per ſe ſubſiſting 
© Minds, without corporeal Figure or Form, a 
<« ſeparate. from all bodily Concretion, are 2 
«© ſempiternal. This in O ppoſition to the 3 
groſs Sentiments of the Generality in all 4 
| | aa Nations 


01 


\ 


1 
2 
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q Nations and Ages, who could form no Idea 
Sf ſuch pure Minds, abſtracted from all 
1 . Concretion and Form; and in Op- 
4 Soſition likewiſe to the Poets, whole Deſcrip- 
I ions of the future Life were, in the firſt 
4 nſtant, taken from the common Sentiments 
pf the Vulgar ; and then, moſt unreaſonably 
Fountenanced, ſtrengthened, and even im- 
1 3 roved; © Auxerunt Poetæ. | 
„ On the other hand, if in interpreting thoſe 
| Words, a Streſs (any Streſs at all) be laid 
Ppon /empiternal, taken in any Senſe of 
Which it is capable, or in which. it is ever 
$\:d, (for a long Duration, or a future eter- 
59 . or an eternal one paſt and future,) then 
| 4 o poſſible Connexion can be found of the 
Y hole Paſſage with what gots before : But 
Connexion there aſſuredly is, as appears 
om the Illative Particle, 1aque ; and no- 
thing can be the true Senſe but what will 
Idmit of ſuch Connexion. 
Now from this Review we may deduce 
2 three following Corollaries. 


F 1. Coroll. 


—— <4 


N „ 

1. Coroll. Whatever Opinion concerning 

the human Soul, or it's future „ x 

Tully intended to expreſs by thoſe Words, | 

* Animos hominum eſſe ſempiternos,” he . 

could not mean that Pherecydes Syrius was . 

the original Author, or Inventor, of it. ' 

This appears from what Tully ſays in the 

preceding Part of the Sentence; That he . 

e believed others, in ſo many Ages as had 

«© paſſed before Pherecydes's Time, had held J. 

* the very ſame Notion.” But, to 7 3 

Pherecydes was the Inventor of a Notion, 

which others might probably, or did e 1 

hold before him, is a Contradiction. Vet 

'S Mr. Warburton aſſerts this concerning Phe. 4 
| recydes, and brings this Paſſage of Tully, as 

a certain Evidence, that Pherecydes was the 

firſt that maintained © animos hominum 

c eſſe ſempiternos.” For thus he introduces 

it: “We ſhall next ſhew, that it (the Doc- 

<« trine of the To E) was in Fact a Greek |: 5 
Invention; by the beſt Argument, the 

" = of the Inventors,” p. 399. The 

Proof of which immediately follows, (wb 
Relation 


c 


it 
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Relation to Pherecydes :) Tully ſpeaking of 


3% 4 | % Pherecydes Syrius the Maſter of Pythago- 
0 F ras, ſays, that he was the firſt among 
e the Greeks, who affirmed the Souls of Men 


a $ * 
11 
1 


it. to be ETERNAL”'——And preſently after 
4; makes this Reflection upon it: Thus has 


bu : . 7; ully given us a very illuſtrious Piece of 
4d Hiſtory; that not only fixes the Doctrine 
1d %: of the TO EN to Greece, but records 
t © the Drventor of it.” Now I fay, let him 
"i 4 ix what Senſe he will to thoſe Words, 
animos hominum eſſe ſempiternos ;” let 
4 1 him find ever ſo certainly and clearly the 
IJ otion of the TO EN in them, Tully can- 
[ 4 ot be underſtood to mean, that Pherecydes 
I rius was the Inventor of that Notion, 
"Without making him contradi& himſelf, even 
n the Words immediately preceding. 


as 
1 


: But further: | 
2. Coroll. It follows from what has been 
il I Aid upon this Paſſage, that, whatever is the 


2 Senſe of thoſe Words animos hominum 
1 t eſſe ſempiternos, it has no Relation to, or 
l 4 Connexion with, Mr. V. Doctrine of the 
FR F 2 TO 


. J 
TO EN. Whatever is the Opinion con- 
cerning the future Exiſtence of the Soul ex- IJ 
preſſed in thoſe Words, Tully himſelf di- 
realy tells us, that Pythagoras received it 
from Pherecydes; made it his own ; and 3 
greatly ſtrengthened and eftabliſhed it. And 
preſently after adds, that, though neither 
Pythagoras nor his Followers gave any plain, 4 
direct, Argument to evince it's Truth; yet, 9 
that Plato making a Voyage to Italy. on Pur- 4 
poſe to acquaint himſelf with the Pythage- 43 
rean Doctrines, and there contracting an In- 1 
timacy with the principal Followers of Py- 
thagoras, was by them freely inſtructed in all 3 
their Maſter's Opinions; at the Head of which 
he found this (which had been Pherecydes's) 1 
concerning the human Soul: That he embrac- - 
ed it; · and maintained it not merely upon the 
Authority of Pythagoras, however great that 
was, but cultivated, ſtrengthened and im- 
proved it by Reaſon and Argument. Tully's *1 
Words are theſe ; ©* Ratiohem illi (Phere- 3 
* cydes, Pythagoras, Pythagorei) ſententiæ 3 
* ſux non fere reddebant, niſi quid erat nu- 1 


"4 


of : 
: 2 10 meris, $ 
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n- 3 meris, aut deſcriptionibus explicandum. 


x- Platonem ferunt, ut Pythagoreos cognoſ- 
li- ceret, in Italiam veniſſe, et in ea cum alios 
it , multos, tum Archytam, Timæumque 


nd “ cognoviſſe, et didiciſſe Pythagorea omnia; 
ad e, primumque pz ANIMORUM @TERNI- 
er ( TATE Nox SOLUM SENSISSE TDEM, QUOD 
n, 4 © PYTHAGORAS, SED RATIONEM ETIAM 
t, 3 © ATTULISSE” c. 17. Tully's own Opi- 
r 4 ion likewiſe, as appears from this Diſpu- 
- ation, and all his other Writings, where 
he has Occaſion to treat of the ſame Sub- 
1 F ject, was the ſame as Plafo's ; conſequently 
1 the fame as Pythagoras's and Pberecydes's. 


h But Tully's Opinion of the future Exiſtence 
s) 3 'Y f the Soul was an Object of Hoes ; is 
c- Freated as ſuch throughout this Diſputation; 
c and in every other Writing of his that treats 
at 1 that Exiſtence. And even here, imme- 
- düiately after mentioning Pherecydes's Notion, 


1 and Pythagoras's, which was the ſame as 
3 4 & Pherecydes s, and Plato's, which was the ſame 
1 3 as Pytbagoras's, and obſerving that Plato ſup- 
ported that Opinion with Argument, he ſays 


to 
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to his young Man, (merely to feel how much 
his Curioſity was raiſed, and how far he 
thought himſelf intereſted in the Subject; —) 3 
© But however, unleſs you are otherwiſe 1 


% minded, we will drop Plato's Reaſoning 


e on this Head, and even give up entirely 


THIS Hor of Immortality.“ Quam 


ce rationem, niſi quid dicis, prætermittamus, 


te et hanc totam spEM immortalitatis relin- 7 
% quamus.” But the young Man is ſo far 


from coming into this Propoſal, that on the 


contrary he ſeems almoſt thunderſtruck at 
the very mention of it; and therefore with 3 
an equal Mixture of Surprize and Diſplea- 


ſure, cries out, An tu, cum me in suu- 


© MAM EXPECTATIONEM adduxeris, DE- 
© $ERIS? Errare mehercule malo cum PA- 


% TONE, quem tu quanti facias ſcio, et 


© quem ex tuo ore admiror, quam cum 1871s 


e vera ſentire. And Tully is ſo far from 


dillkking this Warmth of Expreſſion in the 


young Man, that on the contrary he ap- 


proves it, encourages and commends him for 
it, and ſays, that, even in the moſt 


extra- 
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| bxtravagant part of it, it was agreeable 
1 to his own. Sentiment, © Macte virtute ; 

ego enim ipſe cum codem ipſo non 
„ invitus erraverim.” No one at all ac- 
Fuainted with Tu/l's Manner of expreſ- 
% ing himſelf, when he is treating upon 
his Subject of a future Exiſtence, will make 
he leaſt Scruple of allowing that here is an 
3 pblique Stroke at the Epicureans, incluſive 
3 4 pf all others who agreed with them in the 
70PELESS Opinion of no future Exiſtence. 
'T They are the 15T1 here mentioned. And 


” 1 Wherefore, till it can be ſhewn, that the 


1 ö Doctrine of the TO EN, (which Mr. J. 
- Shimſelf fays is rank Atheiſm and Spinoſiſm) 
3 [ an Object of Hop x and the M PLEAS- 
« 9 % ExpECTATIO; or, ſo much as pre- 
8 Frable, in any reſpect, to the MoRTALITY 
$ f the Epicureans ; (neither of which two 
Things can ever poſſibly be ſhewn ;) it is im- 
poſſible that the Doctrine of the TO EN 


7 
1 
1 
b - 
as 
2 # 
0 

"7 

: 

* 


mould be found in this Notion of Pherecydes, 
- == 
as here expreſſed by Tully. 


z. Coroll. 


« that Pherecydes was the firſt, or firſt of the 4 
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3. Coroll. If I may, upon the Evidence 1 
produced in the foregoing Diſſertation, take 
the Senſe of the Word, animos, in the Paſſage q 
concerning Pherecydes, to be what is above. 
mentioned, viz. ©* Animos per ſeipſos vi- 
«« ventes, fine forma, fine figura :” Tb F 
immediately obviates all the principal Diffi- L 4 
culties alledged by Mr. V. upon this Head. 
He fays, that © if that Paſſage be taken in 1 
* the common Senſe of the Interpreters, 


| 


2 


j 


&© Greeks, who taught the Immortality of the 
* Saul, nothing can be more falſe or extra- 1 | 
ec vagant.” Now this may be either true 9 
or falſe, ſtrictly right, or, on the contrary, b 
quite extravagant, juſt as thoſe Words, thei 
Immortality of the Soul, are underſtood by us. A 
If they are taken to mean no more than af ; 
future indefinite or eternal Exiſtence, it is | 
falſe and extravagant enough. But this is | 4 
not the Senſe of Tully——If an Emphaſis F 
be laid upon the Word, Soul; and it be i 
taken in the ſtrictly proper and moſt phi- | 
loſophical Senſe of it, for the rational part 
of 


e E ] = 
mM 4 Man, “per ſeipſum vivens, fine forma, 
ge ſine figura,” ſeparated from all earthly Con- 
5 retion, then it may be moſt ſtrictly and ex- 

Z ly true, what Tully here tells us, that he 
| Pad met with no Name earlier than Phere- 


- Hates for aſſerting the Sempiternity of it: 


4 And Mr. V. 's Exceptions and Difficulties 
in Ire none at all. Let us fe what they 


He ſays, Tully himſelf well knew the 
FF contrary, as appears from ſeveral Places of 
FF his Works, where he repreſents the In- 


a F 3 mortality of the Soul as a Thing taught 

from the earlieſt Times of Memory, and 
4 4 * by all Mankind. ” To this the Anſwer is; 
; A general Notion of a future indefinite, 
, . Ir eternal, Exiſtence Tully does aſſert, and, 
i F ſome Sort, prove; and this in this very 
15 12 I putation; and even obſerves, that there is 


9 he ſame univerſal Conſent for ſuch future 
Wxiſtence, as for the Being of a God. But 
at the end of this Argument he obſerves 
00, how exceeding rude and coarſe Men's 
onceptions — were, and are, of this 

G future 


— — 


t 
of 
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future Exiſtence. Animos per ſeipſos vi- 4 
e ventes non poterant mente e 3 
% Formam aliquam figuramque quzre- F 
e bant”——Again ; Nihil animo vide be 
* poterant, ad oculos omnia referebant. 
And he ſays, that it was only a great Geniul r 
that could form the right and exact Notion i 
of this Matter; which was, that the human t 
Mind, pure and unmixed with any corporealſ 8 
or terreſtrial Concretions, would ſubſiſt and 
live for ever. Now this Pherecyges might f _: 
among other ſuperior Genius's, ſee and hold; MY” 
and might too poſſibly be the f Aſlertor | 
of it that literary Tradition had handed 
down to Tully's Time. 4 
The ſame Anſwer muſt be given to the 
next Authority, which is that of Plutarcb, | 
who © aſſures us, ſays Mr. V. that * 
* Author and Original of it (the Immortality 
6 of the Soul) is entirely unknown.” II 
Plutarch meant (as Mr. V. muſt underſtand 1 
-him to mean,) the common Notion of a fu. 4 
ture Exiſtence held by Mankind in general, 
both before and after the Introduction of 


Philoſophy 


1 


* Pbih phy, this can be no Ways inconſiſtent 

9 ith Pherecydes's entertaining a more exact 
and philoſophical Notion of it, and likewiſe 
ere 4 being the Ai that did ſo. 
F Theſe were the Difficulties which Mr. . 
in the firſt Edition of his Book, reckoned 
Y Finſuperable ones. But in the ſecond he men- 
an tions two more, which ſhall now be in- 
ea] quired into. They are theſe 

1. Homer had taught the common Doc- 
Itrine of the Immortality long before Phe- 
1 2. 
2. Hercditus had recorded it te have been 
| I ouch by the Egyptians from the earlieſt 
Times. 

As to the former; ſurely nothing could 
„ be more improper, not to ſay abſurd, than 

to mention Homer's Doctrine upon this Oc- 
* 4 caſion; becauſe Tully had himſelf juſt be- 
fore taken Notice of it, as an Inſtance of the 
3 vulgar rude Manner of conceiving of, and re- 
preſenting a future Exiſtence, and an Evi- 
dence too, how much theſe rude Conceptions 
of the Vulgar had been countenanced and 
G 2 improved 


ius 
on 
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improved by the Poets ——As the Nexwic 
the fulleſt Account of the future Exiſtence ? 
that is any where to be met with in Hamer; 
Writings, and that Account is no where ö 
corrected, altered or amended by him, it i; 1 
from thence we muſt neceſſarily take his I 
Notion of it. But this Notion was the L 
moſt vulgar one, only ſet off, embelliſhed i 
and recommended by Poetica! Fiftion——— 7} 
For which Reaſon Tully, immediately after 
mentioning the Nexvia, quotes the following 
Lines of the old Roman Poet, as giving an 3 
exact Idea of Homer's Fictions on the Head I 
of a future Exiſtence, 3 


60 ae anime excitantur, obſcure um- 3 | 
* bre, aperto oſtio 1 

© Alti Acherontis, fuſo ſanguine, mor- 3 
** tuorum imagines.” | 'S 


And follows them with this Obſervation : ? 4 
Has tamen imagines loqui volunt; quod 
© fieri nec fine lingua, nec fine palato, nec 
©* fine fancium latenum e et pulmonum vi, 

> cc et 


i > 
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is et figura poteſt ; nihil enim animo videre 
ice IF poterant ; ad oculos omnia referebant ;” 
Ind then preſently brings in the exact and 
ere Fruly philoſophical Notion, which Phere- 
is Fydks held of this Matter; and ſays, that 

Fhough others might have held the ſame 
he Notion before him, and he made no queſ- 
1 ion but ſome did ſo; yet that as far as ap- 
il Peared from extant Writings, Pherecydes was 
Ine firſt whoſe Name is mentioned for it. Is 
ng Homer now an Exception to this? Did he 
an; J each the ſame pure, philoſophically exact, 
Notion of a future Exiſtence, that Phere- 
* held and maintained? His whole Ne- 


3 
ib 

1 

- 
A 


bia, and every part of his two Poems, 


here the ſame Subject is touched upon, 
re a Demonſtration of the contrary. 

And, I doubt not, upon a very ſmall 
Attention it will be found, that the other 

Exception from Hei odotus is to the full as 


2 7 


ſtrengthen the Truth of Tully's Aſſertion 
concerning Pherecydes, Mr. W. does not, as 
I remember, 


ie) 


little to the Purpoſe ; and, on the contrary, 
a 3 wil, as Homer may be allowed to do, even 


I remember, (for I have not the ſecond Edi. 
tion now by me) refer us here to any parti. F 
cular Paſſage of the Greek Hiſtorian. How. 1 
ever, not knowing where elſe in his Hiſtory ] 
any Thing is to be met with to the ___ , 
Purpoſe, I take it for granted, that the not- 
ed Paſſage in the ſecond Book, ch, cxxiii 1 
is what he intends, when he tells us, tha x 
Herodotus had recorded the Immortality of 2 2 
Soul to have been taught by the Egyptian 
from the earlieſt Times. As he had cited} 3 
part of this Paſſage before, p. 92. he might ] 
think it the leſs neceſſary to mention it again 0 
now. However, for ſeveral Reaſons,-I ſhall I 
upon this Occafion give it at large, and en- 
quire into the Meaning of it Iwo 
'& 1 Tov Toy dyes Ale io einc b 
reg, ag anbewts Juyy abavdles kei. Te 1 
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It is to be obſerved, that the ane 
as been for a good Way before this Paſſage, 


nt 3 Land the Narration is continued for a good 


ot Þ ou after) acquainting his Reader with a_ 


ii. great many Fats, which the Egyptian Prieſts 


M ad informed him of during his Reſidence 


it among them. One of theſe is this before 


ed . maintained the Immortality of the Soul.” 
hte The Difficulty is to underſtand what they 


* meant by it. Did theſe Prieſts mean, that 
I the Egyptians were the very firſt that held 
3 an Exiſtence after Death, or an eternal Ex- 
3 iſtence ? This even Mr. V. muſt reckon ut- 
A terly improbable. For, according to him, 

J book back to what Age of the World you 
4 will, and extend your View cover the whole 
Wy Globe, no Time or Place will be found 
when or where the Immortality of the Soul 
was not the received, vulgar Notion. How, 
could the Egyptian Prieſis then tell Herodotus 
that this Doctrine had it's Riſe in their Coun- 
5 8 | try ? 


That the Egyptians were the firſt that 


it is, that in which it is uſed at the end 
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try? One is therefore, by the very Nature o 
the Thing, led to think, that it was not 
the Immortality itſelf, but ſome remarkable 
Circumſtance of it, that the Fgyptrans — 
(as the Priefts ſaid) the original Authors or 
Inventors of it. And by a little Attention 
to the Hiſtorian's Account of this Affair, 10 
may, I think, be eaſily found what it is. I 
The firft Hint feems to be given us by bit 1 
ung the Particle Q N on this Occaſon: 3 * 
For though this Particle is uſed by 22 
dotus in a great Variety of Senſes, and once 3 
at leaſt for the ſame as Qwod in Latin, the 4 
commoneſt, and therefore exacteſt, Senſe of 


of the preceding Quotation; g i rar J 
ee; eo modo ac fi ſua ipforum fuit : 8 
And it may ſeem no Ways improbable, e 
Hiſtorian in uſing it at the beginning in- I 
tended to hint to us that he was ſpeaking of | 5. 15 
the Mode of that Immortality, which the 4 
Egyptians related to him. Nor is the Senſe in ; 
which I would underſtand it to be uſed here, 
dencting the fame as g, {when this Parti- 
3 cle 
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s not uſed interrogatively, as it generally 
Wot 1 or, quo modo, in Latin ; ſo ſingular, 
at no other Inſtance can be produced from 
is Hiſtorian of a like Uſe of it. On the 
ntrary, I think we have another no far- 
Wer back than c. cxiii. and the whole Sen- 
Ence is ſimilar enough to this before us. 
4 erodotus giving the Egyptian's Account of 

Paris's being thrown upon their Coaſt when 
e was running away with Helen, fays that 
> e was betrayed and accuſed by ſome of 
Wis own Servants, to the Prieſts and Governs 
3 rof that Quarter, where he landed: Ka- 


I roger Aeg, B80uever HD 
% E HANTA AO TON feln 2 
1 A Ve⸗ re Thy Eu Ts % Thy es Meve Y- 


= 4 ava A Sgnyeuueç᷑ we exe, 
e 1 , totam rationem exponentes quo modo ſe res 
Gabuit—or, quo modo res geſta fuit circa 
Helenam et injuriam Menelao illatam—— 

But there is moreover direct Evidence of 
1 his Senſe of the Hiſtorian in the Inſtance 
before us, enough to ſatisfy any fair Mind. 


19 8 
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H | The 
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tus here, at the end, tells us of ſome Greeks, 


future Exiſtence in itſelf, abſolutely or ſim- 
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The rc T 2a6y0y at the beginning off 
the Paſſage cannot be underſtood differently 4 
from the T&Tw T 26yw at the end of it.] 
And as here it does, I think confeſſedly 
ſignify this Notion, this Account, or this Ras 
tio——of the Soul's Immortality; it is to be 
underſtood, and ſhould be rendered in the 
ſame Manner in the former Place. Herods- 


whom he very well knew, who borrowed 
the Egyptian Notion, and uſed it as if it had 
been their own. Now what was it, which 
theſe Greeks borrowed, with Relation to 2 
future Exiſtence ? Was it the Notion of 2 


ply, conſidered? Or, was it not ſomething 
relating to the Mode of this Exiſtence ? That 
is, was it not the Notion of the Metemp/y- 
chojſis, ſo clearly expreſſed by the Hiſtorian 
in the Words immediately preceding ? The 
former Suppoſition muſt have, even in Mr. 


F.'s Opinion, inſuperable Difficulties ; ſince 
a future Exiſtence, abſolutely conſidered, 
was underſtood and believed by all Mankind, 


- I in 


— 
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8 0 4 all Places and Ages of the World: But 
nt he latter has none at all, that can either be 
= Wnentioned or conceived. Therefore the 
vi: 70, d at the beginning of the 
Paſſage ſhould be rendered, this Account, or, 
which ſeems rather better, 7his Ratio, of the 


Immortality of the Soul. Which Account, 


the apron Tavery 

mm Nor which Ratio immediately follows in the 
mM Words: T TW ues 0 vj, 
ve F 89 2 oy, ec. as in the Quotation 
had above=—And which Account, which Ra- 


tio of the Immortality of the Soul ſeveral 
of the Greeks borrowed, without acknow- 
- WM {edging from whence they had it—gye27- 
c - (ON EWUTHY £0Y[1, 

The Conſequence is, that, if this was 
the Meaning of the Hiſtorian, if this was 
the Notion which the Pries told him the 
Egyptians were the firſt Inventors of, then 
Mr. W.'s Exception to what Tully tells us 
concerning Pherecydes, (that he was the firſt 
that maintained the eternal ſeparate Exiſt- 
ence of the, human Mind, free from all 
corporeal Concretion whatſoever) taken 
H 2 from 
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(52] 1 
from what Herodotus fays the Egyptian Prieſt 4 

told him, is abſolutely none at all. Beau 
ſuch a Notion as that of the Egyptian 
might for any Time be held by them 
known and recorded to be ſo, before PherM 
cydes, and yet he might be the jir/ recorde 
Author of the other: Since the two No 4 
tions, that of the Egyptians, this of Phere.l 
cydes, are as different as any two incon fer 1 


WO 
8 Ws . 


* 
1 i * 


N. B. If the Readet has found any Thin 
in the preceding Diſſertation or Corollaric 
not quite agreeable with what may n £ 
with in the Anficer to Mr. W. it is deſired il 
the latter may be corrected by the former. 


POSTSCRIPT. 


ws 
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POSTSCRIPT: 


1 A 8 it was not at all neceſſary for my 
3 Deſign in the foregoing Diſſertation 
gay any Thing concerning Tully's Notion 
We the E/ence or Subſtance of the human 
aul, I could have no Buſineſs to inter- 
| 3 neddle with the Diſpute, which happened 
me Years ago between thoſe two great 
len, Stillinls fleet and Locke : In the courſe 
which they fell upon this Particular, and 
ffered as much in this Point as any other, 
nd this firſt T Culan Diſputation was a 
5 nain Ground which they both went upon, 
Ind a principal Authority to which they both 
f them appealed for the Truth and Support 
of their contradictory Opinions. The learned 
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Biſhop thought that Tully's Notion of the 
Soul was that of an immaterial Subſtance 
Mr. Locke, that according to him, it wa; 
only an incorporeal one. The Biſhop thought 
that That Separation of the Soul, which 
Tully ſo often mentions, was from Matter 
Locke, that it was only from the ferreſtria 
Body. The Biſhop ſeems plainly to have 
overſhot himſelf in this Particular ; and Mr. 
Locke evidently to have proved, from Abun- 
dance of Places in this Tuſculan, that the 
Mind in it's future Exiſtence is, according 
to Tully, only ſeparated from the coarſe Ele. 
ments of this Earth. And this, I think. 
ſufficiently appears from what Tu/ly him ſelW;. 
makes the Conſequence of this Separation, 
« Qui, fi permanet incorruptus ſuique ſimi . 

« lis, neceſſe eſt ita feratur, ut penetret, et 4 lr 

« dividat omne cœlum hoc, in quo nubesi,, 

& imbres, ventique coguntur, quod et hun 

« midum et caliginoſum eſt propter exhꝰ Hane 

| « Jationes terræ. Quam regionem cum ſu 

© « peravit animus, naturamque ſui ſimilen W 
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ma . contigit et agnovit-: Junctus ex anim! 
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L 36 Fo 
tenui, et ex ardore ſolis temperato, igni- 
bus inſiſtit, et finem altius ſe efferendi 
facit. Cum enim ſui ſimilem et levita- 
tem et calorem adeptus eſt, tanquam 
* paribus examinatus ponderibus, nullam in 
* partem moyetur : Eaque ei demum na- 

* turalis eſt ſedes, cum ad ſui fimile pene- 
© travit, in quo nulla re egens alitur, et 
* ſuſtentabitur liſdem rebus, quibus aſtra 
© ſuſtentantur et aluntur *,” 
| But then, on the other Hand, when 
r. Locke goes. farther, and, with reſpe& 
Go the Immortality + of the Soul, argues 
or Tully's real Uncertainty about it, after all 
his own Arguments, and Plato's on that 
cad, merely from the doubting or heſi- 
ating Expreſſions, which are every where 
Imoſt met with in Relation to it ; he ſeems 
ot to have reflected upon Trwlly's Philoophic 
haracter ſo much as he ſhould have done; 
and all that is objected upon this Head may 
be anſwered as 7. ully himſelf anſwers thoſe 
who might poſſibly be as ready to lay hold 
1 We +'Sec'I. Vol. of Loctꝰs Works, p. $71. * 
l 3 | on, ; 
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65, and ad of 0 of, like Expidt 
fions 


Language, concluded his Speech thus: Sei 


* riarz vos, ut vitam agatis. Utrum au: 
tem "fit melius, Dii immortales ſciunt 


080 follows : © Etſi, quod præter dec 


33-4 , 


Doubt and Uncertainty in Secrates 
th his Judges. Socrates, in Truly 


*' tempus eſt jam hine abire, me, ut me 


„ Hominem quidem ſcire arbitror nemil 
« nem *. Tullys Reflection upon it pret 


« negat ſcire quemqua m, id ſcit ipſe, utrum 
© melius fit ;. nam dixit ante: fed ſuu 
* Mud, nibil ur Mime, tenet ad extre 
a mum.“ N why 
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